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Dr. Gary Aguilar 
909 Hyde St., 550 
San Francisco, CA 94109 

Dear Gary, 

Thank::, for re. ponding to ray 5/28 on it. I do not have to look it up to knot; what 
I said in it. And wliat you do not address. 

I said, and until you come to understand the truth in this you will limit very 
much what you con accomplish by your efforts, "that Rose Charamie is one of the weaker 
cases to call to an edit oris attention...." and tliat "What is comparable with Cherauiie 
surfaces on cany major events, including the assassinations, and editors are leery 
of them." 

Your reply is tiiat "The Cheramie story is important..." Y 0 u are entitled to be- 

lieve that, as you and others are so many tilings, and you are entitled to to it more 

A 

importance tlian you might if you knew more of the available information, but that does 
not address wliat ± told you. 

'■L'liis means you should, I think, try to understand ^liat your objectives are. 

If they include getting information to the people it necessarily involves the 
means of getting it to .them, and that means the editors. 

So, make youe fP ef ort with the Cheramie story and learn for yourself the 
reaction you get from any editor of any significant means of informing th~. people. 

With regal’d to "Posner’s misrepresentation of the evidence" there is £o much tliat 
is not more important than what he did with the Cheramie story, whether you mean as 
substantial criticism of Posner's dishonesty or as a means of inf orming the people about 
it. 

This is the kind of thing tliat has accomplished nothing any real value for alomst 

50 years now. It3 importance is inflated to those who attribute great significance to it 

by their lack of knowledge about other information tliat with effort they liave not been 

Able to make they would know. Jt doe3 not compare in significance with for example liis 

lying about his interviews, and tliat would have been more effective if it had been more 

informed about those very interviews. 

I appreciate not having to dig into the file. That is difficult for me. 

And the more editors see wliat they regard as Best wishes, 

trivial the more they regard the subject as trivial j j / J 

and the more they tend not to look at anything on 
it. The common ^ttitude lias become, "More of tliat 

JFK crap," and they throw it away. So again, what are your objectives? 


